
leadership of the Soviet Union. The fundamental aspect 
is sought to be relegated to a subordinate and secondary 
position while the cooperation and collaboration aspect 
is being thrust to the forefront. Today, this bankrupt 
revisionist line of the Soviet leaders has assumed such 
absurd proportions that it is glaringly seen and under
.stood by every intelligent student of politics in the world, 
let alone the Marxist-Leninists, as more and more a line 
-of conciliation, compromise and collaboration between the
two great powers, the USSR and the USA, a line which
objectively preserves and perpetuates the international
status quo and as a line which summarily abandons the
revolutionary class struggle of the international proletariat.
No amount of sophistry and use of high-flown phrases
.such as "world peace" and the "averting of the danger
-of nuclear war", and that in pursuit of it they are fighting
for the success of the line of peaceful coexistence, peace
ful economic competition and for peaceful transition to
socialism, etc., can hide the ugly truth that it is appease
ment of imperialism all along the line and objectively
. abetting it at every step.

However, our criticism of the compromising and colla
-borationist policies pursued by the revisionist leadership
-of the CPSU and the Soviet state does in no way imply
the totally erroneous idea that the Soviet Union has
become an ally of U. S. imperialism or is working for
.sharing world hegemony with American imperialism and
for the division of spheres of influence in the world, as
this is tantamount to nothing short of placing the Soviet
Union outside the socialist camp .

The sum total of this right-opportunist line pursued
by the Soviet leaders is that the aggressive propensities
.and expansionist activities of U S .. imperialism are more
and more increasing, that the danger to world peace,
peaceful coextence of states at the hands of the imperialists
.is daily growing and the worldwide revolutionary struggle
against imperialism, for peace, democracy, independence
,and socialism, is disrupted and disorganised.

Marxism-Leninism and the interests of the world pro
letarian struggle for socialism and enduring peace on earth
<demand that these revisionist concepts are decisively
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rejected as permc10us concepts, concepts that -seek to 
.substitute the class struggle with that of class conciliation 
and collaboration. 

It should be said that the Communist Party of China 
has rendered ·yeoman service to the world working class 
and Communist movement in fighting against this menace 
of modern revisionism and in defence of Marxism
Leninism. Modern revisionism led by Khrushchov and 
pursued by the present CPSU leaders has done the greatest 
damage to the cause of the working class and Communist 
movement' in the world. 

But in spite of it, the forces of Marxism-Leninism will 
triumph. It will not be possible for the modern revisionists 
to change the course of development of history. With 
the impact oi: the new epoch and the fundamental change 
broughV 111 1,lw b11lm1cc o·C forces, the struggle for national 
I 11�, 11·11 I lu, 1 1 JWt>plo's democracy and socialism will increasing-
1,Y 1',wl(�l nhcad and bring the proletarian world revolution 
111t•p by :-itcp to victory. 

ON THE ISSUE OF PEOPLE'S STATE AND PEOPLE'S 
PARTY IN THE SOVIET UNION 

,I 

The 22nd Congress of the CPSU, basing on the assump
tion that socialism had triumphed completely and finally
In the Soviet Union, came to the conclusion that the
eouditions which necessitated the dictatorship of the
µrolctariat in the Soviet Union had disappeared and its
domestic purposes fulfilled. It proceeded to announce 
Lhat the working class of the Soviet Union had "transform
ed the state of proletarian dictatorship into a state of the
whole people". 

At the outset, it is to be categorically stated that the
entire outlook governing this decision, the language used
for describing the new concept and the non-class and un
lVturxian analysis of the Soviet society in the present
International background that forms the content of the
ill'W concept have nothing in common with Marxism-
1,cninism. 

The dictatorship of the proletariat as conceived by
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the workers in factories and peasants in farms cease and 
until the worldwide victory of the proletarian revolut10n 
is assured, no question can arise of abandoning the dicta
torship of the proletariat. 

Closely connected with the non-class revisionist concept 
of a people's state is the concept of characterising the 
co·mmunist Party of the Soviet Union as the "party of the 
whole people". It' is needless to reiterate that the Com
munist Party as the revolutionary political organisation 
of the proletariat is indispensable for the victory of the 
socialist revolution and for the entire historical stage of 
the dictatorship of the proletariat. The dictaitorship of 
the proletariat has to carry on the struggle against all 
the overthrown capitalist class enemies, to remould the 
whole of society, to eliminate the last remnants of 
capitalism, to build the class-less socialist society and to 
fulfil the tasks of building full-scale communism. These 
tasks can neither be discharged without the· leadership of 
the Communist Party, nor is it permissible to dissolve 
the class party into an amorphous so-called non-class 
"party of the whole people". But the leadership of the 
CPSU has discarded this Marxist-Leninist concept, just 
as it discarded the concept of proletarian dictatorship. 

ON THE ISSUE OF MATERIAL INCENTIVES 
IN THE SOVIET UNION 

There is a serious controversy on the issue of material 
incentives and its meaning in a socialist state. The ques
tion is not, as some people try to distortedly present it, 
one of 'material incentives versus spiritual incentives', or 
whether there is place or· not for material incentives in 
the process of· socialist and communist construct'ion. The 
real question is, why is it that special stress and emphasis 
on material incentives for work have become necessary 
during the phase of building communism after half a century 
of socialist construction, and whether it squares with the 
expected socialist and communist consciousness of the 
Soviet citizen. 

It would be highly instructive to recall to our minds 
the penetrating observations of Lenin regarding the nature 
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of real communist manner of work. He exhorts, "First 
.show that you are capable of working without remunera
tion in the interest of society, in the interest of all the 
working people" ; characterises the communtst spirit of 
work as one "constituting the labour of individuals on an 
extensive scale for the public good" ; and says that 
"Communism begins when the rank and file workers display 
an enthusiastic concern" to "production of goods, which 
do not accrue to the workers personally, or their 'close' 
kith and kin, but to their 'distant' kith and kin, i.e., to the 
society as a whole, t'o tens of hundreds of millions of people 
united first in one socialist state, and then in a union of 
Soviet republics". 

But the present drive by the present leaders of the 
Soviet state on the material incentives aspect, contrary 
to the one emphasised by Lenin, raises the legitimate 
question whether this would not lead to the moulding of 
working class consciousness on the bourgeois basis of 
personal profit, individual and selfish interest's, etc. 
Theoretically speaking, either proletarian communist ideas 
and consciousness would grow stronger and stronger and 
defeat and eliminate bourgeois habits, ideas and conscious
ness, or in its absence, the latter would invade the former 
and stifle "its growth and development. The resort to 
capitalist incentives and ideas of personal profit, in the 
final analysis, paves the way for the restoration of a new 
type of capitalism, and harms the cause of socialism and 
communism. This danger is all the more so when the 
concept of material incentives is unduly emphasised in a 
socialist society at a stage which they claim to be full
scale construction of communism. 

ON THE ISSUE OF STALIN AND THE SO-CALLED 
ClJLT OF PERSONALITY 

H is not our endeavour now to assess Stalin, his role 
i111d contribution, his omissions and commissions, his 
l'11ll11res and successes and his unique contribution to the 
111, lt 11·y and practice of socialism and communism. Nor is 
11 1)lll' contention that there did not occur lapses and 
11ll11tnkcs on his part as the head of the first socialist state 
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